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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III— Sec;. 4] 


r ^ ^ H^jeq) W# ?fR 3?T^ 24 1998 5HI ^ 

^ «ft| noc^xjjn, ^5mT 'H'iil^n ^ctcTl) 3n^ 31 3TW. 2000 5KT ^ ^ ?ft I 


2.Z ^ ^T%T ^ ^ 2000 ^ gNT 5^ 3TWT^ tel m ^i 

wff ^ ^ ^ ^Rur tR^R ^ ^ t, inte^ ^ 3 ?t^ 20 2001 ^rt 

^ ^ ^ ^ sn ^McTI 5NT HRi^Rd ^ Rc^ 2IT \ RcT^fW gRT 

ReR 55 ^ OT iraWRW ^ ^ ^ ITO ^TPRT ^ t R) qRR ^ ^ Rcff cR jR?! 

^ RF # <ltw ^»4[i R pRR R Rt^ wit Rl (T^^, qoH ^ oZimR ^ 3 iR?^ fl 24 

2CK» ^ ^^tfRirapn^ Rw «it f*^ ^ iratw ^ 1^ wit araiR 

4?l4^’3nw W 90 yR?RT ^ vJQwid} WRI ^ RpTf WPITI Wtel3ff ^ ^ W 3fNfaT sJt | 

^^sjpjwi^ ^ ^ ^ Rnj air 1 am: ^ yiRw^r ^ arR^r 

R?lRp2al^ /20M ffRT tReB w RR^ R^rr aiT 2002 i> ^ w R^jfRcr Rwr iRneR ^ ^ 

^1 ^ 3n^ ^ jfite^ R^n m Rj ^ ^ M ^ ar^ t ^?twtt t Rrw 

'it^ci^anw ^ 90 yRw «iHdR<p R^ik^ gif ir»TRt ^ ^ ?Rf oti. ?m^wfr cidR^d ^ 

^iR^Rrt wi ift ^ utR giR^ I 


2.4.^ (Tcqrw, WT ^ tfm ^ ^ i> tRwpt ^ fcrtj wpt 90 uRsfid wnt #cra Re# RRR^e 

^ Rfi? 20M ^ ^ ^ fcR ^iRid Rmi ^ \ ^ ^ wfRmaff 

? 5®^ ^ 3iraiR5T 8TT, ^'df«c{ ^ inRw^ ^ STtflei^l ^ 2004-05 i> fcF? 1 a^^J^, 2004 ^ WflRcT # wj; 

^ Rr cRst ai^qn R?m‘2?r ^?r?t % ^ ^ ciiwR^j arfWf i> A w-afro piRhh<1 ) 

<P'f’t ^ Rr elT^^ Wl I 


TOpR ^ 2004-05 i> Rn? iRH R^it w cR^t arjR^ ^aR ^ 31^1^ alk wtt B^twrait ^ w»tR ^ ai^^^ ^ 
^ 2005-06 alR 2006-07 Rr R ^ l Rd Rrt W aiT I 

* f 

^'5: ^ aiR?r R^ 29 f^w^. 2006 snt RR^Rd Rmr w m alR wi ^ 

^iRwr RnRiRid ^ wRwiRd Rmr w air- 


^iRRT ^ H<ilvjid ^ Rn? wi ^rafm wit arg# ^4)^l^j ^ anw ^ 90 ttRw aiR ?R^ 
Mag? OT ^itR^ ^ aiRR XR ?f|im ^ Rf; gSt vJMd^dl ^ ^ Rm WTTT afR wnt UxIIdH 

^ ^ ^ ?8t ^ vmm ^ wr «rm Rm i" 

^ Tict ^ w; ^ ^ ^ 2004-05 ^ #jBt ^ iiw R>^ ^ ?mst arjR^ ^ c|it 5r*TRt 

cTRt^ tT^ 4§t ai^ ^ Rn^ triRt w^ ^ ^Rwr ^ ^ wj, aito Rd ^ wm ^ 4t ^ sfti 

3.1. ^ 4cRid iR^rra R^ 6 2008 ^ g^MN xmR mw ^ jnRw^ ^ ar^# tor t R> ^^jcRt ^ 

w-ai!^ ^ ^Rwr ^ Rnj toRcr iRiRcRf ^ toRito w^ Rmr wj:- 


(i). Reft ^ eim^ ^ ^Rejt ^ Ri^ rpraR^rfift ^ ^jwth cife^ f RpR> 28 ^ ^ ^ ^ f 1 ^#w 5T 
toeit^-a 1 ^eiR 2007 ^ ^ ^ w Rt^ wm tmaiRxpfr ^ amtt smar rmiRa it 11 
^ MRuimw'hM. ara?j?^ 2007 ^ ^rrigR^ tr tot ^ er^ w ^ a# ant t 
4)dW'^)M to ^ R^ ^f ^ ^ 11 mRwuh'MWI, ^ tomr iptr t^jto ^toar ^ 
aii^TN toltot to to wnm ^ Rmar toi ^ eo ntor nto f 1 ?to aidw, 
aRR^ ^Rr ^ ^ ^ toi^ ^ Ra to?la nto wR to ant 11 aia: ^tof 

ton ^f toRa w-afftn tor R to#R Ri toan Rt oTW Rt nt 11 
















tjw 8WTT wrsi ^ ?rai^ Nin^ ^ ^ ti ii 200B # %i?te-H ^ ^ 1^ tfr 

iftT lit ^ m 


(Hi). w <t. i?»wftv*«i41 4Pi «Rm ^1 q? iraf afrf 

^if^teiT ^ ^ WT SRI 24 viFWft, 2008 ^ 3nR5> f5r5f?W> J^^in’fl %T 

«frr 

• f^i 1{:r(:: ■•■■^.f>h''^t t^'pfc yU fi;']1%-’^.';'‘'V jWV;;;;tc \ H>’*•:■<:>■ I/J:' }■ / 

(iv). ^ ^ tr ^rerf^ ^jfcRIH ^ ^ TR ^IxbHei^H ^ >iM4 l «WB/( # 

^ 8m ^ iwNlirstjntjf-n? 5||;S% 

(v>; Am if >»iWW WAHi W^Am- 

> ^ m ^ f ^ 

' tW'WIWP t f# 1#!I 

5''ft ..f^ii- .v.y,/-:-. ,■,--- 7W:.., 

; ”kp :h>'-^->V' ;> ftOO^ i- ^ ;'i:'iK^ >p" p;^ ■w:; -...i>i ■.■■■ ■/-'■■::■ r " •':); ‘i^ 

^ gftpf gT ^ ^ ;PRfl fe?T l»i; ^ 

8^ 9R 3i?^7R 6fW ^ %En ^8HT t vM^ SRT ^ ^ t I 

. 'rf:- ic'-vr-^^AC ^vn":v t'CasT 'V -,- 

(vi). IIS ijRHt ^ It< ift, i?>BitiM q^ tNlS >jqwq 3iq^ vStqqq!IW^‘^^#?Wf ' 

- ift <r si^ mt 

w VI ^ wV w^wT 4|Tw-^1Pm «g[9R Wra ^ wW w P!«n^ iw Wi^ w w ^ 

«q>rfi I 3RIi ?W '5RT % **^'***** ^ ^ ^ ^ tiwfl, ?T^ ^ ^FR2 ^IRcIT f I 

• -i ’ - ■': ■ ■ ■ T- ■'■■ ■■'.'■■'■ f^'- ■'-■ /''pj i'jc' ^ '!'']' !i -'■ ■* vP;^-'V'! -'V. it't'■)■;■■.'■■■ ■ '" 


3.Z ^ ^ P i nfeiRlfl TOTf^ fto 1^- 


Vjfi,,. VP' :-eft. :,.- 




^ ^fefl ^En^ 11 liiooe # snT^ftw irr?! 

(If). ^ # 3^ ^ 3RmR c^te^ 

m mm\ w afispi^ i» litm \ 

{m). T fim w Am # 

aWIHH^W w «ni 

iirar wm ^ 

^ ^ ^ ^ 

^icTIF At t A^m ^rai^ ^ 2002^3 3jR 2003-04 A Wi ^ ^ f?R %m Wl ^R 
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, <i)vf»ii TR?R ^ ^ a^c^^ ^ | 

^ Hc^^Hvjr|>(, V?f3M€t ^ aWeR ^ 2002-03 3lh 2003-04 ^ ^ ^ ^ ?cT? 

fta ^ f^x[R ^ ^ TTcnoR 2004-05 ^ 2007-08 
WI ^ PRctR tor SIT I ^ Htlld'H cr^ 2004-05 ^ 2007-08 i ?fR?T: 4,14 f^, 

2.91 f^. 2.31 1^ 3lk Z03 ^ f\ 

4. WRn WT?ff TifiJm ^ 3i^^. TjJisfnM ^ jmM wtoiarf/wita cf^ vRg5t ^ 

3?^ Wm frm sjt i vjMii'(<wjail[/viq4?i«wi ^ fe^#raT tofM ^ ^ ^ ar^ 

TrqaM^ ^ vjq4t4Tiia !/ ^ ' q^4d{ ^ ?? anrft M sJti 

5.1. 14 vg^. 2008 ^ trjtFM ^f ^ M ^\ 

aft^ ^ gq sf iitna ff/’ idqqW i 3?#%^ ^ 7?^ «^ri 

5.2. a Tpiafl^ ^ aiti^ Tm^ ^ mm w sit i ^ arr^ 

^ aicTmT f^ sit ^ ^ an^ m ^-aw ^ aif^ w ^ ^ 

aft^ ^ iTT’Tcft ^ f?T^ T|e WT wi?t ^ TRR ^ I ^ ^ qft ero m yw?R mtir ai^^ t, 

5^!f^ sfraRT ^ ^ ^ V^?TWT #TT ait^ ^ Blf^ ^ I am: TRaitTcrit ^ 

iiB'KH 5PfRiT ^ 70 q^RTcT m f^xiR ^ qR-aif^ #n3flf ^ wftsR qjT 11 yf^, 2008 ^ aijH'tRd ^ arr^ 

11 

5.3. ^ ^ wr TiM^ ^ anr^ ^ |q mm mii^ T^glctwr sn i y^tij^aftfq ^ 

^ g®a ^ ^ ^ f- 

(i) . TiWcR ^ 2004-05 ^ 2006-07 ^ ate tte wi ^ wte ^ ateT 

^ t te q\fT4f^!ct)1 iiimm ite wi ?nfe ^ fte ymi i 

(ii) . qrs-aitq) ^ ^ ^f?te tefete wff ^ ^ ^ t:- 

(q?). ^tei ^ ^ ’iT^T t. ^ ^ ^3teidT3if gr^ 

SR ^ «irc{yj4 ^ ^ qw ^ srgl^eicT Tfjff f | cinder >^<sf^cr> ^ 

"rra-f^te" ^ ^ vin^ tor 11 

^). ^ 2007-08 ftet fetet ^ m\ cfT'te'ch fte^ ^ 2006-07 ^ wr ^ 

m 3Tl?f^ mm aR ^ tl ^mm\ ^ gair t aitcr c^ aiRj^ ^ te ^ mmm 
ti 


a(Tq>i$ cfKsf ^ 

- 

2006-07 

2007-08 


11.42* 

11.24 

q)in^ 

12.97 

12.6I@ 

.nr^ V 

15.06 

15.45 


39.45 

39.30 

ajQd 

13.17 

13.72 

*: ^ vild^H elY-S'I e^ 21 UrficH Tite <i>i^ ^ 

@: 3 fM FScTTcf 3Rf^ nY nyi^ateT te ^ te 29 ?fte te ^ 


^ yieRH cte ePT tel^ ^ ^ g3TT t, ten ^ ^FlteT te ^ 

TRater ^ TFRTR ^ ten te qn after ti 


(^). ^ ^ ^ ^ ^WcTT ^ Tjnafnft^ ^ vTsjcr an^nf^ aiufd grj f 1 vsnTfRdrai! tpt 

TjteM ^ aRTOeicnaft c^ nfteff te nn wm\ 


(iii). ten ^ 1 3Rg^, 2007 ^ 10 vtet, 2008 cTcf> Wte ^ m 3TffR teT4 t \ 


















6 ^ 

«gqicB 


^^5* m Prtflm. iPBi^ smifftff * 


J._'**^'®'“ ^ it era ^ M TOt * ^ if w*sw<i>it« fti=« ^ 

^ MW-o* sSwIcWnft * tfras % Pi«ir=i 2006-07 

^ ^yi ^ ^ ?tefT ^ 31^ #nr Oc^ ift?r ^ asf 7n ^ 


(ii)* 


(Hi). 


(iv). 


” -?K5t«s.'^«T»r"™'*^’*’*"** 


*•"•_^ ~— 


§f'*irar 


cieif ^ (c^T 
ir% tisi) 

vunq^l 

200H 

S>00795 

426 «ieisf?mc 

2118 

(12qT ^ 

2007 

1074065 

368 tr? 15 

2759 

4)xqyl 

2008 

1143173 

563 ^ 15 

2029 

~~'j—“— 

2007 

1296998 

530 W? 10 ft=!5 

2446 


r 2008 

1544791 

739 Vie 15 ” 

k——---- 

2089 

~.'r.A. ■ - 

2007 

^1506042 

^24 ^ 40 

2411 

3nm 

2008 

1372112 

"648 lie 40 

2112 

■■^3-- 

2007 

1317073 

519 tjS 20 

2536 


2008 

1382732 

689 tie 30 fW 

2005 


2007 

1555723' 

632tie30fJm2 

2460 


H 


(V). 


^ ^ t ft <pwft, *rr^ aft aite 2008 * >iM if ftH^ qij 

ri^ ^2“^ 3*^ ^ 2008 

™ ^,r™, !p^ * fJr? fftto agOT aRnM ^ ^ 

1 ? «ft Tif giRoi^ yinilPidi w W9rai7 aiftfe ftor orr ft ■ • 

^*3;^ ^^ ^^ ^ 3^-aft 

f 

™^ef ^ t.ft ^ Wa.^ to ™ ^ 

»ttowra <R toR^ 5 ? ^ oft ore^ ii Jift to ^ Tarara (to w to nV sb 

^ ^ toW 3n«?8 toroiof P^IF it 29 ofl ?(t tot^ 

nv Hqicfn iJ5^ ^ ( 

A ^ toror t aft tog fear» fe 

^ ^ 2009 aft 2010 if 

^ wwto (to 3IHT1 12 w. Jatof sft 2 ^ ftoift^ tot 5^! on ^ 6!jfft 
(iitoaff # to WR T? 8!^ ti?r w I pftr tot to fJoj ^ 6R to# !iSt >1^ «I 
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^ ^ §KT ^ ^ w Hm'Rr^F ^aff ^ 3i^-^ ^ umprn ^ sfl^ ^«i'Hi^e 

http://tariffauthority.gov.in ^ ^ vjMcietJ tnxqui uTFpt i 

9. ^ <t>(44l^ ^ W5I ^ ^ ^ ^ PlnfclRsId M t:- 

(i) . OT 3IW, 2000 ^smi ^ 4teT ^ ?nte ^ ^ 

^ PwlRd Wit 11 ^ ^ ^ Wi 3f^ wi amfd i srq^ ^ 3i ^ cfhrR 

g^Tm ^ WT ^ «dlcfdldl<h 11 

(ii) . 4tvjRT ^PftaTT ^ tpiSlFtt^ M dl'oj^i ITFdT^ 3FJ^ y6'W'1 'd'4-?l 

(tjTRfr^fEpJt) ^ tjq? fliqerl^ ^ ^ ^ fan 11 ^3it4t^ ^ wtr 

t- _ 

{^). tWt 1 2007 ^ 10 2008 31^ ^ ^ ^ ^ %I eff^ 

ydicR ^ ^ an, ^ ^ I 

(^). WltT^ ^ 5RdT ^ ^ 70 W p 11 2008 ^ fWt WtT 

it ^-aiFF ^3# ^ ^ ^i?Tt1^ fW ^ I 

(T). yiil'd wit 4t ?Rt HlRlcJjyi'l ski 1 3RtJ^ 2004 ^ SRTTtfeT t}^ "n^ sSt yRf^ 

Wf ^ f^'HH'l 2002 ^ ^ ^ ^ "tltel ^ 3TRK m 2002-03 sfN 2003-04 c^ 

W-3frF yfcRR^ ^ 1R fWf fWr an I ^ WcT ^ 

*1«\4dy1'<, IRITeR ^ 2002—03 sIN 2003—04 ^ 3jt^ nf^-g4 R'^IH dHq ^ 'UJiltltR 
^ ^ vRRd 11 WrPRWT, ydleR ^ 2004-05 ^ 2008-09 ^ 

wi yft^ qm ^ ^ 3nW ^ ^^dr-t, ^ 4t ^ q5t uiw 11 

(iii) . (ii). (qj). ^ ^:- 

tpisitiM ^ ^dRT 11^ sri^riTjft^ 3 r^ w^ ^ ^ Wf ^ ^ ^ qqj ftrq ^ i 

2007 q)t ^ W aiT I ^ uleRR cft^ q5t ^tt 3fN 11 uRq^ 2008 ^ wt 

4tR qw W SIT I qf^iirmR^, 3Tt5|441clid 3RR^ y^WH ^TRR 1 3TcRJ^ 2007 10 

2008 3R1^ ^ 3n# «RdT T? ITdf^ fW W SIT I ^ OTl^Ft#^ TTdRR TPWt 

^ ^ ^ ^ Mtiif^d wr ^ 3Tg^ fW t % tWt ^ityRT ^ 

^ w; wfi ^nflq i %t 3rw Mdci> 3m!%T^ ^t#ct sitem 

\3y4l4dl3it/v5M4tctd} ^ ^TRR ^ Fd ^ 'H^Hpl cqqn t i 3R: 1 3R^ 2007 ^ 10 

^3mf\ 2008 3m1^ qt ^qef^ Tfl^RT ^ WltR^d W ^FI iRR ^ TTRiq ^{4tW fW 

'SncTT 11 

(iv) . (ii). (h). i> ^ ^:- 

( 45 ). ^ cits^-ii qr^R ^ ’qr?t wnd W ^ 11 yRq^ 2008 ^ fWr mm w 

aiTI 

q^R i> 3igR^, nfW ^ qit i!3^ ^ ^ ^q^R m\ 

^RJJlt W qq^ dqj 70 qf^ W ^ ^ cR T? qq3itq^ c^ wm^ qtt ^TciT? 4t 
M 11 qcdd qq qcf t qm q^ ^ 3ltW ^ 3T1ETR q^ W%T qR-3fTip ^TfRT 

ii qaim 3Tf^ W q^ ^1 yRuilH'M^M, 4^ Iqc^ TiKiRT ^ 3I#T, 

^^H3^i^^t|^tt w Hit qq ^ T? qst ^ teid qqR q^ Rii 1 1 qR^mq^^, ^ qtcit 
I qst fW4 qq 60 qfctqjd q^ Rrt WIT 11 

q? ^f^rqJR qqRT ^ W cR STMlRd WntRl 4\ WTTqqRT qqiRcT M t Tfr q5t q^ 
id qtt 3TqRT qq wtt 11 4^ tWt Wr 4 sigWJ qR qst fW4 q^t 

?qqf q? ^qq4 Rqrqq 4 qqqq qR 4t ^ Rqqft t, ^ qaf fWqr ^ d7? ^ qaf q^ qtd 
^ tcfqq q>t cP4t 3iqRT ^ Riq 1 1 





•c 


iv4:- 

?;'r. -'.I, 

» 


■fMsj-ft; 


:;‘i 'v 

'''VU- 


• jWiflt. M?t ^ im ^ ^ ^ 

nM-# ^^ P MW i i<tr 1.fT ' 

: ■■ ;?:■■.&'^;?#' 'Kv;"’-v'-'7^r ^■;;;''%-;v ':t ■ ;■ ^.v;: 

' ■ ' i:' ■ ' ■ * 

^^'d<rt ij'lvji’ii ^ ^ fepj ^NT f^RT '|jFRI <^>i'(«i ^fcR ^ |^H'?ia 

'■■ ‘■^ ^i^j: !"yN- '." ''‘\/':f >f'J"*n;'>‘ 'i ^■'' * ■ /'V'■'fij^ >■•.; ;■• ' '■■ i- ; '* :'s^' 

^ arerpR) tew ^ t srt arrakr w^flw 3lk ^ ^ ^ ^ 

^ y m >0 '^ 




li ^■..^ 




w 


n\' V. f-^«rT 


m- 






25lOl?Wm^^ ^ ^ 3jk ^ 

' W ^ ^ uTT^ ^ 

s^t'! vvc.v-:-;^; v;'v;r r .,' tV ;n:f^ 

1^ ^>^?3<FR #rr ^ ^ TO IjtrRRT ^ ^ viRf^ 

^ W 8?T 

3f2RT,>H>ftecl tInjT ^ 2TT 3RRT ^ 2006 ^f IT^ogJ ^ 3ra>fR TR 3tk ift 

TTRt^ ^ cn^ 

-wf; r .]':-p ■;;;v;.-.- .-V ::r;. rw.:- i./..], 

s!am ^ r^ lim 

^ ^ ^ if ifrrt^ ti %Tcff^-ii ^ ^ 

ism f? ^ ^ ^ vjqRT ^ WI tiqipf, ^ ^ ^ ^ 3f^ M f^ W 

wm sfWsj ^ ^ 

^f i q iri^^ ^ ^ if ^ ^ 

mm. 70 yf!r?ici ^ ^ ^ ^ m sp^ sn mm ^or ^ wtt ^ ^ 

^ irra 


cO--}»(XK h 


vs;: 


(ta tr?r^ 3?ra) m 

^ XR toR t \ qf^ 

# MT W^WR#'^fltRT 1^’Ajn?n^-t 5RT ir^lftd 

te%ii t # lijfr^ mt wm'Mim' -^ # ^ f ^d ^ ^ str ^ 

m ^ m gan aft^, 

mm km^ ^ wfiuR ^ ^ ^ 

1^ t vflf^ uRij^ i\ vinRT qf^ ^SRT gJlffefR'd f^ ^ ti 

yt gyt^ f^ ^ qg Jifl^gi ■ ^tor ^ sm ^ 

^ ^ ten? 11 , t^i 




; i(v). (if)tfT^^ ■ 


vr?'. 


(^). ^'vClxif qfuRT ^ SRTeR ^ aftw ^tSf^T—^ ^Rq ^cfR ^ m ^ ^ JRfteTI 

OTi ^R aff? ^ RtoT ^ fitf t ^ ?cr m to 






8 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY 


[PartIII—Sec,4] 


(??). TtofW IRT WEFFT ^ ^ y^ldHlrH4> wm\ ^ ^ 

^ 2002 ^ «IIMK ^ ^T??FT 5M yTP^t T'? ^ 3T1^ Wit ^ 90 

^ 5?llPlc1 ^ sft I ^ 'FPT^I, 3thl?T ^ 

^ m %R m^ tel ^ te ^rmt w sfi 

^ A ^ ^<Pdl t FRT cfj^ ^ Hll^cpx^l 

te^ 2002 ^ Wff ^ teR ^ ?Kf 3!^Hl[^d ^ sJt, 3itef ^ ^ ^ziRs^TT 

^ I qixd^ A Ul1^4V'i«l ^ 20 2001 ^ 3FT^ 311^ ^ ^ MldqPltpl FRT 

wft ^ te ^ «X||CHI^4> ^ ^ 3T^ IRH ^ aJtl 

^ ^ an n?nn ^ n^nte wit ^ so nwi ^ nr^ ^ 

te^. 2002 ^ ?Rf WJ^ nR^ WI. ddf^^H W ^ nteR ^ >HHliilMH n#f 

I vj«id ^ ^ W|^ vfli^ iR >34<iltidi3jt ^ Stinfai ^ 3lt^ ^3It'tt^t ^ 31^^ 

IR itt, PflteRT ^ A ^tXJ^/63/2003-;R3TltM tef> 22 2004 ITRT 

nanWcT ^ ntt 3i^ ^ att sfr? n^R ^ 45t wf ^ 

an ^nif^ aRRn, 2002 ai^^ntf^ci Fn^ wiR ^ W% ter w an 1 

dcMiwid, nito^ ^ 29 ten^, 2006 ^ am^ an^ ^ nqtt^ ^ y^ncR ^ 1 
ain^. 2004 ^ 90 nf^ ^ ^rn^R nSt net ai^ntfer n5t aft 1 

^ nwr nF ^ t enm 90 wit ^n^nR ^ ?nf 1 am^, 2004 ^ nF^ nft 
aral^ ^ wj^ aft 1 vi«tR> ^rr ft 2002 ft cznnR 4ft yir^ nfftr? ^ 
31RR n^ ter ^ nteR ft ^ W4> nft wn nft aft i ^nft nwn an fftj 

nft 2002-03 aik 2003-04 ^ m ^ nfftwR ft noR ^ te ^ F?r 

^ nftstennT ti 

F^if^ 3R^ 2004 ^ nF^ 4ft aml^ aiaftn 2002 ft 1 ain^ 2004 ^ fcR, nenn 

ft ^ nfftwR nft ftfttl^ wft ^ ai^ftar fftmi 1 1 nfftTPRwn, wfr nft 

2004-05 ft 2008-09 ^ afhfTcT uftfftl 4ft 2002-03 3f[^ 2003-04 ft 

ft^ an^ TR te? nftnr, 4ft ftt ft?fe fftnj 4nft nft ^rstr ti 

oftiRafiftij n?nn frt wtdif^d ^ifttaR ir ft^tfft4> ^ ft nnnn t nnft ftnnf^Rft ^ n? 
nlSfn-i^ te nteR ft ^gteftn nit te wj i ^ wit ^ 90 nter ftnnn nft ^ 
rn FRT 2002 ft imrcR nft 2004-05 amlft ^ ^ aigftlfftn nit nft nft aft, 

cieif^ ^ vift% Fn W 4 j nft w; wft 4 > te nwn w i, nft 

F^ aml^ ^ qiHxft—fttR ^rflr ^ aicKj^x 2004 ft ^ nft aral^ ^ 

ftfttiSnT te ^ nft ^rrci 1 1 f^^, noR nft wftt nft n^nr 4 > fftni ciRRn 
fttvRi ^ aiRR q^, ten^ 2002 ft 1 3R^ 2004 nqj 4 ft ft) tei nnn 

4 ft nRnr ft vRnft ft^ter 4 Rft 4 ft ar^nfft ftt ni 1 1 nanfft. nF ftftRn ntn nftf ann)^ 4 ft 
n^ 4 Rft delfqftd W 4 ^ 4 fnft ^ 3 T^ 4 ftt 4 ftt ^ clT^ nit ilRI 

90 ntftw 45 Rt ftnnn 4 ft ^ift q^ ananlftT 4 ft 2002-03 aik 2003-04 ft ftfttm aWft qnR ^ 
qRT viMd*! i fftni qnieR nft 2004-05 ft 2007-08 ft fftnn wi q^ qgnft fcTq 

Fir^lftjq qnft nrfiq 1 

ulxiit^ qFcf vseftxa fftRT nn ^44 i, dcifftF*! 'wx ft 90 yRlaid 44 ftt nnnn 4 ft ?ift wft 

^ ^R4, 4RnfftwT3ft ft) ftnft ft 4^-3nq) ■nnn fftntfftr 4Rft nnn nit nrij^nn) nniq 'Rft 

wft ^ntiqi 

(vi), uftqnaitiq ft IftiWR fftftt aft qnR ft Rxi*«jx, 2006 4ft qifftr anft?T ^ ai^nR qmcR 4ft 
2002-03 aftq 2003-04 ^ qnR frt 4iij^ nft ailft^ fftR Tif^ ^ nmftt nrftt 44 fftqnR nif fftRi 

1 1 qnR ft 5 ^ nft i arte fftd qT% it nrqftt ffta*«ix, 2008 ^ qaR wtf 44 ) ftfftn 4 r ftt ni 
t aik Fn ftftEi ft aifncR tftqtft ftt ftoft ni i I 


W. 

/ 







[<^mni~'grog4] 
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ii 


13#^ wnr * antiR q?, ii? aifium ^iioi* ^iiaHr ir ijuaitiM 

««iiq ^ H f^HfrtRaa t:~ 

(i) . I'id^n ^TtvjRT 1 3T4^. 2007 ^ 10 2008 3mf^ ^ ^ ^ viTl^pIt I 

(ii) . 11 vil^, 2008 ^ 3n^ ^ % 70 3lfcr?TcT 5?^ «TW ^ ^ ^ ^ 

i{ WiER ^ tMM W JTRR W tl 

WhM ^ ^TeOF ^ ^ t to tot ^T?f|CR ^ to=F ^ <M4N4H ^ w 

^1 


(Hi). ^ ^ ^ arafir ^ to ^ ^ f^iEtor ^ ^ to ^ Tic^m ^ f^tot 

^ 3(5^ toR 4>s{fr B^TeR 2002-03 aft? 2003-04 ^ to 3jto 4to-Trf 

toF ?m 4»t WTT ^ Vito ?f?ffeR ^ ?OT 11 


Mormugao Port Trust 
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[tomin/4/143/2008-^ 3 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

Mumbai, the 8th November, 2008 

No. TAMP/8/2008-MOPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes the proposal received from 
the Mormugao Port Trust (MOPT) for review of Efficiency Linked Tariff Scheme (ELTS) as in the Order 
appended hereto. 

TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
Case No. TAMP/8/20084MOPT 

Applicant 

ORDER 

(Passed on this 30th day of September, 2008) 

f c-j* relates to a proposal received from the Mormugao Port Trust fMOPT^ 

for review of Efficiency Linked Tariff Scheme (ELTS). ^ ^ 

i,t 'rsA -4 j Efficiency Linked Tariff Scheme in vessel related charges at MOPT was first 

November 1998. SubwquenHy. the Efficiency Linked Tariff (ELT) 

Scheme was revised vide Order dated 31 August 2000 . ^ ^ 

^ representation filed by the port in the year 2000 for review of the ELT scheme 
H incentive due to shortage of cargo at the stackyard was rejec^^ by 

this Authority vide Order dated 20 September 2001. It was observed that the financial loss of 

notional. The delay in aggregating cargo by shippers could 
operationally by admitting only such vessels to enter the port that have 
adequate c^rgo for loading at the stackyard. Accordingly, the port issued a drcular on 24 
December 2002 notifying the trade that the turnaround time for the purpose of the ELT Scheme 
^uld be reckoned from the time of availability of adequate cargo i.e. 90% of the parcel size in the 
stackyard. The users objected to the introduction of the clause. 

Airfh^rih/ joint hiring held in this case, the port agreed to maintain status quo. This 

Authonty therefore, vide Order dated 22 June 2004 directed the port that the s^eme as 

h'^®*®® continue to be in operation. In the said order, this 

Authority held that the port may admit only such vessels which have 90% of parcel size at the 
stack yard, however, while introducing such a condition affecting the actual performance a 
corresponding change phould also be made in computing the benchmark level. 


Cf'S'l’T GS]cf&-£i 
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2.4. Subsequently, the port filed a consensus proposal for revision of ELT scheme in 
October 2004 for stipulating a condition about 90% cargo accumulation for computing the 
turnaround time of the vessel. Since the proposal was based on consensus from the concerned 
users, this Authority granted adhoc approval for introduction of the proposed condition from 1 
October 2004 for the operational year 2004-05 provided that the same yard stick is applied for 
determining the cut-off norm with reference to the past actuals. 

The adhoc approval granted for the operational year 2004-05 was extended for subsequent two 
years 2005-06 and 2006-07 at the request of the port and consensus of all the users. 

2.5. The adhoc approval granted earlier was regularised by Order dated 29 December 
2006 and the provision about computation of turnaround time was substituted by the following: 

' The turnaround time for the purpose of ELT scheme will be reckoned from the time of 
availability of adeouate caroo i.e. 90% of the parcel size in the stack yard and ready for 
shipment on the basis of stock declared bv the concerned exporter and close at the time of 
departure from berth on completion of cargo operation" 

The port was advised to refund the excess billing made by applying the condition of accumulation 
of adequate cargo for the period from introduction of the condition till the effective date of 
implementation of adhoc approval granted to the scheme from the year 2004-05 


3 . 1 . The Mormugao Port Trust in the instant proposal dated 6 February 2008 has 

requested this Authority to revise the existing parameters prescribed for computation of cut off limit 
of ELT on the following main grounds; 

(i). There are two ship loaders at MOHP to facilitate loading of vessels which have 
completed 28 years. Unfortunately Shiploader-tl collapsed on 1 July 2007 due to 

which half of the handling capacity of MOHP has been affected This has resulted 
in decrease in the daily loading rate of cargo at MOHP from October 2007 
onwards consequently leading to increase in detention time of vessels. As a 
result, the berth hire charges are levied at 60% of the normal berth hire charges 
on vessels loaded at MOHP as per the existing ELT Scheme. Further, due to 
appreciation of the rupee against the US dollar, there is substantial reduction in 
the vessel related charges. It Is, therefore, felt necessary to review the parameters 
of cut off limit prescribed in the ELT Scheme. 


The Design Engineer M/s Sandvik India Pvt. Limited has recommended to 
operate the plant on de-rated capacity of 70% till the replacement of entire 
shipping equipment. Even after commissioning of Shiploader-ll from 11 January 
2008, the projected average loading at MOHP would be 70% of the installed 
capacity and in view of that the parameters based on five years average need to 
be revised. 


In this regard, a meeting was convened by the port with Goa Mineral Ore 
Exporters Association, Mormugao Ship Agents Association (MSAA) and Indian 
National Shipowners Association on 24 January 2008 to discuss and review the 
existing ELT Scheme considering the reduction in handling capacity of MOHP. It 
has furnished a copy of the minutes of the said meeting held on 24 January 2008. 

At the said meeting, the details of downtime on ship's accounts handled at MOHP 
was brought to the notice of the users. It was suggested either to do away with the 
present scheme or to revise the parameters of cut off limit of ELT Scheme at de¬ 
rated capacity of 70% of MOHP. 

During the meeting, the Goa Mineral Ore Exporters Association (GMOEA) 
maintained that the scheme is fair to the users as well MOPT as this acts as a 
safeguard on the standards of performance for users under a cost plus tariff 
model. The GMOEA did not agree with the port’s proposal to withdraw the ELT 
scheme. 
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5>3. The GMOEA also made a powerpoint presentation explaining its arguments on 

the port proposal. The points highlighted by the GMOEA are given below; 

(i) . It has no objection for revision of the average pre-berthing detention time for the 

operational years 2004-05 to 2006-07 provided the pre-berthing detention time on 
account of shippers is not included. 

(ii) . Revision of the cut off limit is unfair for following reasons: 

(a) . The plant has not been maintained property in spite of huge expenditure 

incurred and borne by the users as observed in the report of Sandvik 
Asia. Infact Sandvik Asia has termed the degradation as “man-made”. 

(b) . The actual performance of the plant during last quarter of 2007-08 has 

been more or less at same levels of 2006-07. The performance is 
improving as could be seen from the figures of April. 


Figures in lakhs 

Months 

2006-07 

2007-08 

January 

11.42* 

11.24 

February 

12.97 

12.61 @ 

March 

15.06 

15.45 


39.45 

39.30 

April 

13.17 

13.72 

*; Corrected to 21 days operation of one ship loader 

Corrected to 29 days of working ignoring strike period of 3 days 


Since the performance of ship loaders has not come down, there is no 
justification to accept MOPTs' proposal to revise the ELT scheme. 

(c). Increased efficiency over the years should have resulted in higher 
efficiency based earnings to MOPT. Conversely, users should not be 
asked to bear the consequences of MOPT’s failures. 

(iii). The request for suspension of the ELT scheme from 1 October 2007 to 10 
January 2008 is acceptable. 

6.1. At the joint hearing, the GMOEA submitted that the port has not effected the 
refunds as ordered by TAMP vide its Order of December 2006. The port clarified that the refunds 
are being processed and will be paid within a month. The port was directed to refund the excess 
billiriigs made earlier as per the Order of 2006 within 30 days and send a compliance report. 

6.2. As directed at the joint hearing, the MOPT has furnished a compliance report of 
refund of excess billing remitted by the port to the users. 

• 

7. The MOPT has furnished clarifications with reference to the points made by the 

GMOEA in its presentation which is summarised hereunder: 

(i). The GMOEA has stated that the actual performance of the plant during the last 
quarter of 2007-08 has been more or less at same levels as that of 2006-07. The 
observation made by GMOEA, as far as the performance of MOHP during the 
period referred is true. 

It has to be appreciated that the cut-off limit under the ELT scheme is worked out 
based on the berth day rate for each vessel and not on the total performance in a 
month. A better berth day rate can be achieved with higher loading rate on net 
working. 










•m ^ vflf I ^WWCT 


A t«t)(t ^owfclg 

70% has bion Milsbad fey'ft 

the years. 


pi|nt et a de-rated capacity of 
imgihe loading rates achieved in tx>th 




^^^Purking 


ffrwhi; 

'I’^rua 


^ ' ^ 15 min 

15 mi^ 
10 min 

1544791 739 hrs IS min 

.1,5060^2 , ^ ftgjfef Iwa^dOftttin 
_1372112 649 hrs 40 min 

:j13il2fi73ro [i^gthflglO min 
b13^32 sH eCBftiwa ao adh 
i^1^S#i723> s ^ ^Wachra 80 min 


UMdingRala 
(Tonnaa Far 
Hoiirl 
2118 
2759 
2029 
2446 
2069 
2411 
2112 
2536 
2005 
2460 


(b). |'^^**^*«^.«e«ftt)eiobt«n«HWlheip«faii»iinto'mlhen^ 

1 ?- “y.^gjwal^BK iww danng <| 1 » mbwiht af Oetohf ■mk? 

November 2Qp7,,P)|p»Bit*fdjoo7,*nttlH(i|?t JartMlry JOertf. 

(iv). Regarding GMO^’s observations op Sary^yjjc^Asie’a joiport that degradation of 
SS'fl??®'!* *"^^r:mairtb»rjan^:^9. #Mv#iat the femarics of the 

GMOEA/Sandvik have to be viewed cbnslderingme ^e of the plant. If proper 
not 9arrie5l out, it wQ0d not bf 

® ProlOhgsd Of 29 ^yeare.; the normal, useful 

economic life of 15 to 20 vef fS- ^ | ' 

■ —and 

statw that Orflar hf 4 alf|ady Jj^n pl 2 ^,fec, ftmimn wWi 

andtheaa 

2009 and 2010. ,2 nd», o^;feielp(t[j|M, ani( 2 p^..4^D^p(oad«* ootdd not ba 
replaced since the tenders had fo be closed on as rnahy aa Ihnsa oeeaaions. 

Action for replacement has been InrtiatOd once. agal^. .. 

^ The propeedings relating tp "fTn^ultitfihn in this nijaai jMa i^flT^ on rsfionfs at 

the office of this Authoi^y, An excerpt; of. the comrnent^nsoelvad and^>jiro tf ment s mada by ttie 
concerned paftiea artU sent sepacataLy to the rt)av8nf parbaa. lliaasr iHaila w« also ba made 
available at our website httD://tariffauthoritv.aQ\/ in r; , 

X*: * ^ tQtdl»ty pf thf in^dfn^ prooasaing of 

this case, the ^oUoiyying position epierges: , , > .v , 

(i). the ^ciehcy Unked^Taqf Scherneemvisj^ 1^ 4^ in August 2000 

prescribes the conditions governing the scheme. The ELT scheme ts oparattenai 
^ tbe.port r^Stormugao only dpnng^^tht saaaon ofrfha y«ar I.e; 10 ci^^ 

May. , . .. V 

(li). The instam pcpppsal the a^^,&T Scheme emerges on 

account of breakdown of one of the ship loader deployed In the Mechanised Ore 
Handling Plant (k^pkiP >3 Tiw^|irpposai.o^^ 

(a). Tb^susperui the |Ct s^me 2007 to 10 January 

2008 when one of the at^ i 9 a(^ in not In operation. 
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(b) . Revise the parameters prescribed for cut off iimits of the ELT scheme by 

de-rating the handling capacity of the MOHP to 70% w.e.f. 11 January 
2008. 

(c) . The condition about accumulation of adequate cargo was approved by 

this Authority from 1 October 2004 whereas the port had based on its 
Circular issued in December 2002 considered this factor for arriving the 
cut off norm for the years 2002-03 and 2003-04, In view of this position, 
the average pre-berthing detention time for the operational years 2002-03 
and 2003-04 needs to be revised. Consequently, the pre-berthing 
detention time for the operational years 2004-05 to 2008-09 which 
considers the preceding five years data also needs to be revised. 

(iii). With reference to (ii). (a), above; 

The MOPT has reported that out of the two ship loaders deployed at the 
Mechanised Ore Handling Plant, one of the ship loader collapsed on 1 July 2007. 
This ship loader was repaired and made functional from 11 January 2008. As a 
result, the Mechanised Ore Handling Plant was operated at half of handling 
capacity for the period from 1 October 2007 to 10 January 2008. Since the 
rriechanised operating system could not be operated with the full fleet of 
equipment. It has requested that the ELT scheme should not be made applicable 
for the said period. Most of the users / user associations including Goa Mineral 
Ore Exporter’s Association have agreed to this part of proposal. The proposal of 
the port to suspend the implementation of the ELT scheme for the period 1 
October 2007 to 10 January 2008 is, therefore, accepted. 

(iv). With reference to (ii). (b). above: 

(a) . The Ship loader - 11 was reportedly recommissioned from 11 January 

2008 after major repair works by the port. 

According to the port, it has been advised to operate the MOHP at de¬ 
rated capacity of 70% till the replacement of entire fleet of equipment in 
order to avoid major breakdown to the machinery / equipment in future. 
The port is of the view that it would not be in a position to achieve the 
efficiency below the cut off limit arrived based on the past five years data. 
As a result, under the existing ELT scheme, rebate is to be granted in the 
berth hire to the vessels loaded at the MOHP. Consequently. 60% of the 
berth hire is to be collected from such vessels. 

It has to be recognised that when the productivity of shore based 
installations is affected, the duration of stay of the vessel at the berth 
increases. Hence even if the unit rate of berth hire may be lower due to 
the rebate allowed as per the existing ELT scheme, the total berth hire in 
absolute terms is payable for a longer duration of stay of the vessel at the 
berth. 

The performance of MOHP for the period February 2008 to April 2008 
reported by the MOPT as recorded in paragraphs (ii) is found to be lower 
than the corresponding period. However, the net working time which 
reflects the stay of vessels at berth is more than the previous year. 

(b) . Another reason explained by the MOPT for revision in the ELT scheme is 

reduction in the income from vessel related charges due to appreciation of 
rupee against the dollar terms. Appreciation of rupee against the dollar 
terms is not the relevant factor for revision of the ELT scheme. 

<c). The Goa Mineral Ore Association (GMOEA) has argued that the collapse 
of ship loader is not a sudden development but an indication of 
inadequate maintenance by the port and improper policies of port on 
replacement of capital assets. 








The port has pointed out that #ome of the components of the MOHP like 
the barge un-toaders haw been reptaced m a phased manner and 
stai^ef^ with higher capacity are likely to be replaced by 201^ The delay 
in replacement of ship toadera and redalmera Is attributed to tender 

related issues due to norvacoaplanoe of the terms and conditions by the 

^ bldcters. 

The breakdpwp of tl^ ship loader ahd^^l^ need for de-ratIng capacity of 
WOHP to 70% has beenattnibiaad to the ageing df tHe plant. At no point 
of time In the past when the CLT was Introduced or revised or on the 
occasion of tariff revisions in the year 2006 arwi even earlier did the port 
bring put the posltionabout equipment in ihm MOHP nearing its useful life. 

The efficiency expected from a port includes not only the performance of a 
particular fbdiity but also the managerial effidency in planning and 
ttwlniairiing the f^lkies and tin^y replaw It is more than a 

year since the major, break down of ship loader- H. The replacement of 
the equipment haSi however^, not been finalised ever? though the MOPT 

itself has admitted about the end of useful Kfe of the concerned pla nt. It is 
not deer why the users should bear the consequences of delays in 
replacerrient of equipment at appropriate time by the port. 

(d) . Further, the basis of arriving at .the derraled capacity of 70% is not 

substantiated by fria port with, any caJcuiation. The port has merely 
retefced to a separ^e communication of the Design Engineer in this 
regard whiPh does not form part of Its Initial report.. 

(e) . It has to be noted that the basic berth hire of MOPT is based on the 

antlcipatefl revenue (wlttioiitf £LT income) and, ttwrefore, the cost 
analysis considers certain GRT hours of revenue>; If the ELT scheme is to 
be revl^ by de-rating the capacity as.proposed the MOPT, then the 
income frorn the berth hire consi^red in the financial rnodel while revising 
Scale Of Rates will have to be reviev^ and revised based on the reduced 
^ productivity level and consequently increased stay of vessel at the berth 
and, therefore, htglier revenue. The port has, hovwver, not suggested 
this a|^u8frnent whlich has to necessarily follow if efficiency parameters 
are reset. 

(f) . In view, of fr»e position explained above, this Authority is not inclined to 

reset the efficiency parameters of the EiT scheme. 

(V). With reference to (II). (c). above: 

(a) . The average pre-berthing deteritiop time for operation of ELT Scheme 

was reportedly conrtputad considering waiting time of vessel on . port's 
account and other than port's accounts- prior to introduction of the 
condition of accumulation of adequate cargo. 

(b) . Subsequently, the port in order to tackle the ope^ional problem of delay 

in accurnulafiori of cargo by shippers had introduced a condition about 
accumulation of 90% of cargo based on a circular issued by the port to the 
trade In December 2002, While doing so, the average pre-berthing 
detention time was reportedly calculated considering the detention time on 
ports accounts only. 

In this context It may be clWified that the .point made by the MOPT that 
this Authority did not approve the condition of accumulation of adequate 
cargo from December 21)02 is not the correct interpretation of our Orders, 
This Authority h£^ in fact in its Order of 20 September 2001 allowed the 
port to tackle the operational issue of delay in accumulation of cargo by 
shippers. ^ 
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But It was understood that the port while affecting the condition from 
December 2002 about accumulation of 90% of cargo on the actual 
performance, had not made corresponding adjustments in the 
computation of benchmark level. In view of the objection from users on 
introduction of the said condition and also at the request of the MOPT this 
Authority had vide Order No.TAMP/63/2003-MOPT dated 22 June 2004 
required status quo to be maintained and directed the port to continue to 
apply the conditions of the ELT scheme as prescribed in its Scale of 
Rates approved in August 2002, 

Subsequently, this Authority in its Order of 29 December 2006 Order has 
approved the condition of accumulation of adequate cargo i e 90% from 
the operational year 1 October 2004, 

(c). Thus it is clear th^ the condition about 90% cargo accumulation was not 
applicable for the period prior to 1 October 2004. Whereas the Port had 
reckoned this factor in the computation of pre-berthing detention time 
based on the circular issued to the trade in December 2002. It has 
reportedly excluded the time other than the port's account in computation 
of pre-berthing detention time for the years 2002-03 and 2003-04 

Hence for the period prior to October 2004 i.e. from December 2002 till 1 
October 2004, the port has requested to revise the computation of pre¬ 
berthing detention. Consequently, the average pre-berthing detention 
time for the operational years 2004-05 to 2008-09 which would consider 
the past data pertaining to 2002-03 and 2003-04 also needs to be 
updated. 

The GMOEA has in principle agreed to the modification proposed by the 
port provided the pre-berthing detention on account of shippers is not 
considered in the calculation. Since the condition of 90% accumulation of 
cargo was not approved by this Authority for the period from December 
2002 to the operational year 20004-05, the benchmark level which is 
reportedly computed after applying this factor needs to be modified for the 
period prior to October 2004 for determining the refundable amount for 
this period. The port is, therefore, allowed to make necessary 
modification in the calculation of pre-berthing detention time for the period 
from December 2002 to 1 October 2004, based on the ELT scheme then 
applicable for calculation of refund. This modification should, however, 
not be applied for the subsequent years for arriving the benchmark level 
reckoning with five years data. 

The data'pertaining to 2002-03 and 2003-04 based on the condition of 
90% of cargo accumulation is available with the port which should be 
applied for arriving at pre-detention time from the operational years 2004- 
05 to 2007-08. 

As already mentioned earlier, while applying the condition of 90% cargo 
accumulation in the benchmark level, the same yardstick should be 
maintained while determining the cut-off time with reference to the 
actuals. 

(Vi). There was a complaint from the GMOEA that the port has not effected refund 
claims of the excess billing made by the port for the operational years 2002-03 
and 2003-04 in line with the Order passed on December 2006, The port has 
confirmed that refund of excess billing has been remitted by first week of 
September 2008 and has also furnished a compliance report in this regard. 










[win— 


TFsm : 3WWI<u| ' 


17 


10- In the result, and for the reasons .given above, and based on collective application 

of mind, this Authority approves the following decision with reference to the proposal of the MOPT 
on the ELT scheme: 

(i) . The ELT scheme not to be implemented for the period 1 October 2007 to 10 

January 2008. 

(ii) . The proposal of the MOPT for revision in the parameters prescribed for cut off 

limits of the ELT sciheme applying 70% of the handling capacity from 11 January 
2008 onwards is not approved. The MOPT is advised to continue implementing 
the existing ELT scheme without any modification. 

(iii) . The port can make necessary modification in the calculation of average pre¬ 

berthing detention .time for the operational years 2002-03 and 2003-04 taking into 
consideration the factors as ’per the then applicable ELT scheme only for the 
purpose .of determining the refundable amount for the concerned period. 


BRAHM DUTT, Chairman 
[ADVT III/4/143/2008-Exty.] 
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